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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: 

Claims 25 recites an "electronically accessible medium" in line 2. The 
specification does not provide proper antecedent basis for the claimed "electronically 
accessible medium". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 10-12, 14-15, 18-20, 23-25, 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Ismael et al. (US 6,356,931) hereinafter Ismael. 

For claims 1 (method), 15 (apparatus), 20 (system) and 25 (an article of 
manufacture), Ismael teaches a computer-implemented method employed within a 
network having a cluster architecture (Fig. 1, column 3 line 40-53), comprising: 

displaying a representation of a plurality of management beans (MBeans) 
(column 2 lines 36-38, MBean 29 in Fig. 3) registered with an MBean server 
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(Framework 24 in Fig. 3, also column 5 line 5) on a graphical user interface of a 
computing device (browser of managed station 20 in Fig. 1), wherein each of the 
displayed MBeans represents a manageable resource within a cluster of application 
servers (Fig. 3, column 5 lines 53-54); 

selecting one of the plurality of MBeans displayed in the graphical user interface 
(Summary of the invention, column 2 lines 31-43); and 

accessing an attribute of the selected MBean with the graphical user interface 
(column 2 lines 23-28). 

For claims 10 and 1 1 , Ismael implicitly teaches selecting one of the plurality of 
displayed MBeans with a pointing device or a keyboard (9 in Fig. 2). 

Claims 12 (method), 18 (apparatus), 23 (system) and 29 (article of manufacture) 
are directed to accessing an attribute of an MBean representing a cluster manager of 
the network. A "cluster manager" according to Fig. 12 and the specification is a 
component or resource to be monitored that is used for communicating messages 
between various application resources of the system. Since the system disclosed by 
Ismael necessarily requires such communication resource for communicating messages 
between various application resources in order to function as a system and since all 
resources to be monitored can be represented as MBeans and since all MBeans can be 
represented and their attributes accessed using a graphical user interface according to 
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Ismael, it follows that Ismael inherently teaches accessing an attribute of an MBean 
representing a cluster manager of the network. 

For claims 14 (method), 19 (apparatus), 24 (system) and 30 (article of manufacture), 
Ismael teaches invoking an operation of the selected MBean with the graphical user 
interface (column 2 lines 29-30). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ismael in 
view of Yeluripati et al. (US 7,086,065) hereinafter Yeluripati. 

For claim 13, Ismael does not teach accessing a queue size attribute of the 
MBean representing the cluster manager to determine a number of requests waiting in 
the queue. However, using a queue to process requests is a well-known mechanism 
used in the art. Yeluripati teaches a functional bean that receives client requests from a 
queue to service the request in a first come first serve basis (column 7 lines 45-54). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to use a queue to service the requests in a 
MBean representing the cluster manager and subsequently access the queue size 
attribute of the MBean to determine a number of requests waiting in the queue. The 
motivation for using a queue would have been to serve the requests in a first come first 
serve basis (Yeluripati, column 7 lines 45-54) and the motivation for accessing the 
queue size attribute would have been to monitor the cluster manager performance. 

Claims 3-9, 17, 22, 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ismael in view of Hessmer et al. (US2002/01 12044) hereinafter 
Hessmer. 

Ismael does not teach displaying a representation of a plurality of hierarchically 
organized MBeans as a tree structure having a root node, wherein the root node is an 
MBean representing the cluster of application servers. He does not teach that the tree 
structure further includes one or more server nodes depending from the root node and 
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showing kernel nodes, library nodes and service nodes depending from each of the one 
or more server nodes, wherein all these nodes are MBeans. Hessmer teaches a 
method and system for performing remote diagnostics on a process data access server, 
wherein he teaches displaying a set of diagnostic roots in the form of a hierarchical tree 
structure in the left pane of the graphical user interface associated with the diagnostic 
utility 100 (Fig. 4, [0056]). These diagnostic roots are elements to be monitored 
organized according to the type of elements. Hessmer's hierarchical tree structure 
organizes the presentation of the diagnostic roots having a root representing the cluster 
of servers and then showing a list of servers depending from the root and further 
showing various diagnostic roots depending from each of the servers. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate this 
aspect of Hessmer's teaching with that of Ismael to represent the plurality of MBeans, 
each representing a manageable resource, in a hierarchical tree structure and 
organized in groups under respective server nodes as kernel, service and library nodes 
respectively based on the type of the resource. The motivation for using a hierarchical 
tree structure for representing the MBeans in various groups would have been to 
provide scalability of elements to expose lower levels and their associated information 
and further to provide ready access to a broad spectrum of diagnostic data via a 
graphical user interface (Hessmer, [0056]). 
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Response to Arguments 

The Examiner acknowledges and appreciates Applicant's amendment submitted 
on 04/24/2007. 

Claims 2, 16, 21 and 26 have been cancelled by the Applicant. 

Claims 1, 3-15, 17-20, 22-25 and 27-30 are still pending. 

Based on the amendment previous rejections of claims 25-30 under 35 U.S.C. 
101 are hereby withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments filed on 04/24/2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant has argued that Ismael does not teach, "a network having a cluster 
architecture" and that displayed management beans represent a manageable resource 
"within a cluster of application servers", as recited in claim 1. 

The Examiner disagrees. Regarding "cluster architecture", the instant disclosure 
only says: 

"In one embodiment, the computing device is part of a 
network having a cluster of application servers. The term 
"cluster of application servers" refers to a plurality of 
application servers organized into a cluster architecture (e.g., 
the cluster architecture illustrated in FIG. 12) . In such an 
embodiment, each of the displayed MBeans represents a manageable 
resource the cluster of application servers" [0056] . 



Application/Control Number: 10/814,915 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2179 

The term "cluster architecture" is not defined in the disclosure, but only an 
example cluster architecture is illustrated. Therefore, without reading limitations from the 
specification into the claims, a broadest reasonable interpretation of the term "cluster 
architecture" in the context of a network is a plurality of computers inter-connected and 
grouped together in a network. Therefore, Fig. 1 of Ismael illustrates "a network having 
a cluster architecture" (Ismael: 41-53). Ismael further mentions that the stations 3, 4 and 
5 are servers (c3:5-6, c3:1-c4:3). Therefore, Ismael also teaches that the displayed 
management beans represent a manageable resource "within a cluster of application 
servers", as recited in claim 1 . 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rashedul Hassan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
9481 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM - 4PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




(Rashedul Hassan) 




WEILUN LO 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



